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PER CURI AM

David E. Harnon appeals the district court's order granting
summary judgnent to Defendant on Harnon's claim for disability
benefits from his enployer. W have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly,
we affirm on the reasoning of the district court. Harnon v.

Hew ett-Packard, Inc., No. CA-94-2390-DKC (D. Md. Aug. 5, 1996).

Additionally, Harnmon urges this court to consider evidence and
i ssues not rai sed before the dains Adninistrator or the district
court. Because these clains were not raised below we decline to

hear them for the first tinme on appeal. See Quesinberry v. Life

Ins. Co., 987 F.2d 1017, 1025 (4th Cr. 1993) (decision to adm't
evi dence not before the plan adm ni strator depends on the appli-
cabl e standard of reviewand lies in the discretion of the district
court). Therefore, we deny Harnon's pendi ng notions to suppl enent
the record. W grant Mchael McQillen's notion to wthdraw as
counsel . We di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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